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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment F, filed on 
7/30/02. 

This action is made final. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 10-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Volano, "VolanoChat Java solution turns ordinary web sites into interactive 
money makers", Business Wire, pp.1 -2, in view of Judson, U.S. Patent Number 
5,572,619, filed 10/19/95, class 395/793, title "Web browser with dynamic display 
of information objects during linking", and further in view of Sanderman, US 
5,794,006. 

With respect to independent claim 10, Volano discloses "establishing a 
chat region controlled by a chat client" ("VolanoChat works with all Java- 
compatible browsers . . . can accommodate large numbers of simultaneous real- 
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time interactions . . . such as browser plug-ins, Internet chat . . ."--page 1 of 2). 
Volano does not disclose "a browser frame controlled by a browser client . . .". 
Sanderman discloses "a browser frame controlled by a browser client . . . with 
the browser region" (see col. 7, lines 16-45). It would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
teachings of Sanderman and Volano above, because using the steps of a 
browser client that is controlled by a browser frame, would have given those 
skilled in the art the ability to incorporate chat functions in a user's browser. 
Volano does not disclose "in response to a command received by a computer, 
establishing a browser . . .". Judson discloses "in response to a command 
received by a computer, establishing a browser . . ." ("client machine having a 
browser, wherein the information objects are downloading of a hypertext object, 
selectively displaying one of the stored information objects . . ."--column 10, line 
53). It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Judson "in response to a 
command received by a computer, establishing a browser . . ." ("client machine 
having a browser, wherein the information objects are downloading of a hypertext 
object, selectively displaying one of the stored information objects . . ."--column 
10, line 53) with the teachings of Volano above, because using the steps of "in 
response to a command received by a computer, establishing a browser . . ." 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to create a browser in the an 
Internet environment. This give users the ability to user browsers to view and 
manipulate information on the Internet via commands of a computer. 
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With respect to dependent claim 1 1 , Volano discloses "displaying the chat 
region and the browser region simultaneously on the display device; and allowing 
a user to concurrently perform a chat function, a browser function or both" 
("simultaneous real-time interactions . . . user-group support . . ."--page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 12, Volano discloses "establishing the 
browser and chat regions on the display device, the command being received by 
the computer from a user or a computer network" ("optimized for novice Web 
users that just want to chat ... all the Java chat applications . . ."--page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 13, Volano discloses "with a chat client 
resident on the computer, processing chat content using a browser server for 
display in the chat region; with a browser resident on the computer, processing a 
document or other content for concurrent display in the browser region" ("Volano 
markets Java solutions for multi-user environments ... a Web-based chat 
solution written entirely in Java . . ."page 2 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 14, Volano discloses "linking the chat 
client to the browser so that the chat client controls the content displayed in the 
browser region." Judson discloses "linking the chat client to the browser 

so that the chat client controls the content displayed in the browser region" ("the 
first hypertext document . . . link that initiates downloading of the second 
hypertext document . . ."-column 8, line 45). It would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
teachings of Judson "linking the chat client to the browser so that the chat client 
controls the content displayed in the browser region" ("the first hypertext 
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document . . . link that initiates downloading of the second hypertext document . . 
."--column 8, line 45) with the teachings of Volano above, because using the 
steps of "linking the chat client to the browser so that the chat client controls the 
content displayed in the browser region" would have given those skilled in the art 
the tools to link chat data controls to the client. This gives users at the client the 
benefit of using browser functions when operating in the chat mode. 

with respect to dependent claim 15, Volano discloses "linking the chat 
client to the browser through an application program interface of the browser" 
("administrative features include modification of all user-interface text . . ."--page 
1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 16, Volano discloses "in response to the 
chat content received by the computer, invoking the chat client through the 
application program interface, so that the chat content is displayed in the chat 
region" ("VolanoChat supports banner advertisements in its chat rooms . . 
page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 1 7, Volano discloses "so that the chat 
content is displayed in the chat region, the chat content being of a particular 
MIME type" ("the first Java based chat solution . . . complete administrative 
control . . ."--page 1) 

With respect to dependent claim 18, Volano does not disclose "so that the 
chat content is displayed in the chat region, the chat client including a file having 
a particular extension." Judson discloses "so that the chat content is displayed 
in the chat region, the chat client including a file having a particular extension" 
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("supports files in the form of documents and pages . . . protocol that provides 
user access to files . . ."--column 3, line 53). It would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
teachings of Judson "so that the chat content is displayed in the chat region, the 
chat client including a file having a particular extension" ("supports files in the 
form of documents and pages . . . protocol that provides user access to files . . ."- 
-column 3, line 53) with the teachings of Volano above, because using the steps 
of "so that the chat content is displayed in the chat region, the chat client 
including a file having a particular extension" would have given those skilled in 
the art the tools to recognize and display data according the extension without 
opening the entire file. 

With respect to dependent claim 19, Volano discloses "linking the chat 
client to the browser through the application program interface, the application 
program interface being implemented as a plug-in architecture" ("chat 
technologies, such as browser plug-ins . . ."--page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 20, Volano discloses "an ActiveX 
architecture" ("Volcano server runs on any platform that supports Java, including 
Microsoft . . ."-page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 21 , Volano discloses "displaying the chat 
content in the chat region" ("Java based chat solution to offer in-room advertising 
. . ."-page 1 of 2). 
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With respect to dependent claim 22, Volano discloses "displaying the 
browser content in the browser region" ("Browser plug-ins, Internet Relay chat . . 
."--page 1 of 2). 

With respect to dependent claim 23 and 66-68, Volano does not disclose 
"the browser content including a markup language document." Judson discloses 
"the browser content including a markup language document" ("HTML tag is a 
"comment," . . . by the browser . . . HTML elements . . ."--column 5, line 6). It 
would have been obvious at the time of the invention for one of ordinary skill to 
have combined the teachings of Judson "the browser content including a markup 
language document" ("HTML tag is a "comment," ... by the browser . . . HTML 
elements . . ."--column 5, line 6) with the teachings of Volano above, because 
using the step of "the browser content including a markup language document" 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to view markup language via a 
browser. This gives users the ability to view interactions with information on the 
Internet. 

With respect to claim 24, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding 
to the arguments given above for rejected claim 3 and is similarly rejected. 

With respect to dependent claim 25, Volano does not disclose 
"establishing the chat region embedded in the web page; and establishing the 
Web page embedded in the browser region." Judson discloses "establishing the 
chat region embedded in the web page; and establishing the Web page 
embedded in the browser region" (the browser may be suitably programmed to 
queue the mini web page . . ."--column 6, line 42). It would have been obvious at 
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the time of the invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
teachings of Judson "establishing the chat region embedded in the web page; 
and establishing the Web page embedded in the browser region" (the browser 
may be suitably programmed to queue the mini web page . . ."-column 6, line 
42) with the teachings of Volano above, because using the steps of "establishing 
the chat region embedded in the web page; and establishing the Web page 
embedded in the browser region" would have given those skilled in the art the 
ability to send and retrieve chat functions from embedded web pages and 
browsers. This allows users to communicate faster in chat rooms and the like. 

With respect to claims 26 and 27, these claims are rejected on grounds 
corresponding to the arguments given above for rejected claim 3 and are 
similarly rejected. 

With respect to independent claim 28 and dependent claims 29-47, these 
claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above for 
rejected independent claim 10 and dependent claims 11-27. In independent 
claim 28 and dependent claims 29-47, Applicant claims a system which contains 
means corresponding to the steps of the method of independent claim 10 and 
dependent claims 1 1-27. 

With respect to independent claim 48 and dependent claims 49-65, these 
claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above for 
rejected independent claim 10 and dependent claims 11-27. In independent 
claim 48 and dependent claims 49-65, Applicant claims a computer program 
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product which contains means corresponding to the steps of the method of 
independent claim 10 and dependent claims 1 1-27. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 7/30/02 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to applicant's arguments regarding "Volcano does not 
disclose the chat region being a real time continuously open bi-directional 
communications chat region . . examiner maintains that Volcano's teachings of 
"a chat room" in conjunction with a Java-compatible browser, clearly teach 
applicant's claim language above. 

With respect to applicant's arguments regarding "Sanderman does not 
disclose establishing a browser region including a browser frame . . .", examiner 
maintains that Sanderman's teachings of "on-line editing . . .", is illustrative of a 
browser region including a browser frame for editing purposes as claimed by the 
applicant. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to 
combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to 
do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 
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(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the Judson Sanderman and Volcano references all 
teach elements of accessing, editing and processing markup language in a 
networking environment. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have combined the above references to arrive at the 
(editing web page) invention claim by the applicant. 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US# 5,862,330, Anupam et al. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Alford W. Kindred whose telephone number is 
703-305-3802. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday, 8:00am- 
5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 703-305-4393. The fax 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are 703-746-7239 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
703-305-3900. 




Alford W. Kindred 
Patent Examiner 
Tech Ctr. 2100 
October 15, 2002 



